
SALLY JANSEN 
Sent by: SALLY JANSEN 

12/15/2006 03:10 PM 

us l.l'A KI (.ORDS CI.NTI RIUIiCION.S 

513207 

To Thomas, Krueger/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

bcc 

/It 
U'15-dlo 

Subject Fw: Universal Form Clamp question 

Forwarded by SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US on 12/15/2006 03:10 PM • 

Michael Harris/R5/USEPA/US 

12/15/2006 03:03 PM To SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEP/VUS@EPA 

cc 

Subject Fw: Universal Form Clamp question 

Forwarded by Michael Harrls/R5/USEPA/US on 12/15/2006 03:02 PM — 

"Maradkel, Ben" 
<Ben.MarBdkel@WestonSolu 

To Michael Harrls/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

tions.com> 

12/12/2006 11:06 AM 

Subject Universal Form Clamp question 

Per our discussion earlier, a copy of the Letter Report was sent to you 
and Gail on August 11, 2006. Attached is the Letter Report with 
Figures. The rest of•the attachments, like the photo logs are to big to 
email. I will make you another hard copy and overnight it today. If 
you need to get Sally or Tom a hard copy today, see if Gail has her 
copy. 

Let me know if you need anything else. 

Ben Maradkel 
Weston Solutions Inc. 
750 East Bunker Court, Suite 500 
Vernon Hills, IL 60087 
(847) 918-4084 (office) 
(773) 294-0256 (mobile) 
(847) 918-4055 (fax) 
ben.maradkelOwestonsolutions.com 

Original Message 
From: Harris.MichaelOepamail.epa.gov 
[mailto:Harris.MichaelOepamail.epa.gov] 



Sent: Tuesday, December 12, 2006 10:24 AM 
To: Maradkel, Ben 
Subject: Fw: Universal Form Clamp question 

Ben, 
I just realized that I never received the final report for the Universal 
Form Clamp ER Site. Could you let me if it's completed? Thank you. 

Mike Harris 
Forwarded by Michael Harris/RB/USEPA/US on 12/12/2006 10:16 AM 

SALLY 
JANSEN/R5/USEPA/ 
US To 

Michael Harris/R5/USEPA/US®EPA 
12/11/2006 04:01 CC 
PM Thomas Krueger/R5/USEPA/US®EPA 

Subj ect 
Re: Universal Form Clamp question 
(Document link: Michael Harris) 

Hi, Mike -

Did you reassign the Universal Form Clamp Site to someone else, since 
you are now Section Chief? If not, can you answer the questions that 
follow, or if you have assigned someone else, could you please forward 
this message to that person? 

1. I would appreciate receiving an electronic copy of START'S Final 
Report, and if the PRP submitted a report concerning the clean-up, could 
I have a copy of that too? 

2. Also, it has been 3 months since the removal completion date (August 
31, 2006). Although I recognize that it may take several months for all 
bills to be paid, since the PRP did the removal action voluntarily under 
U.S. EPA oversight , I was thinking that U.S. EPA may have paid all 
contractor bills by now. I would like to send to request an Itemized 
Cost Summary for a demand letter, but I need to be sure all bills have 
been paid first. Also, if we send a demand letter sooner rather than 
later, it is possible that the insurance case for the fire would still 
be open and-Universal could seek insurance money to pay for U.S. EPA • 
oversight. 

Thanks, Mike 

Sally 3-9046 

Please let me know what you find out. Thanks, Mike. 



Michael 
Harris/R5/USEPA/ 
US To 

SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US®EPA 
10/16/2006 11:17 CC 
AM 

Subject 
Re: Universal Form Clamp question 
(Document link: SALLY JANSEN 
(Archive) ) 

We should use August 31 as the demob date. I need to check on the 
Letter Report. 

SALLY 
JANSEN/R5/USEPA/ 
US 

To 
10/16/2006 09:25 . Michael Harris/R5/USEPA/US®EPA 
AM CC 

Subject 
Universal Form Clamp question 

Hi, Mike 

I have to bother you with a few more (questions on Universal Form Clamp: 

* Did START generate the Letter Report mentioned in Pol Rep 4? If yes, 
could you please e-mail an electronic copy? 

* Also, what do you consider the demobilization date? PolRep 4 states 
that U.S. EPA demobilized from the Site on August 3, but recall that Tom 
K. agreed that another Pol Rep should be done after the roll-off was 
transported off the site, which according to Pol Rep 5 occurred on 
August 31. I ask this because it is my understanding that we are now 
using the demobilization date as the basis for the SOL. Should we use 
August 3 or August 31? 
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SALLY 
JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US 

12/11/2006 04:01 PM 

To Michael HaiTis/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

CO Thomas Knjeger/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

bee 

Subject Re: Universal Form Clamp>question|^ 

Hi, Mike-

Did you reassign the Universal Form Clamp Site to someone else, since you are now Section ChleP? If 
not, can you answer the questions that follow, or If you have assigned someone else, could you please 
fbnward this message to that person? 

1. I would appreciate receiving an electronic copy of START'S Final Report, and If the PRP submitted a 
report concerning the clean-up, could I have a copy of that too? 

2. Also, It has been 3 months since the removal completion date (August 31,2006). Although I recognize 
that It may take several months for all bills to be paid, since the PRP did the removal action voluntarily 
under U.S. EPA oversight, I was thinking that U.S. EPA may have paid all contractor bills by now. I 
would like to send to request an Itemized Cost Summary for a demand letter, but I need to be sure all bills 
have been paid first. Also, If we send a demand letter sooner rather than later, it Is possible that the 
Insurance case for the fire would still be open and Universal could seek Insurance money to pay for U.S. 
EPA oversight. 

Thanks, Mike 

Sally 3-9046 

' Please let me know what you find out. Thanks, Mike. 

Michael Harrls/R5/USEPA/US 

Michael HarrismSAJSEPA/US 

10/18/2006 11:17AM To SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Re: Universal Form Ciamp questionl^ 

We should use August 31 as the demob date. I need to check on the Letter Report. 
SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US 

SALLY 
JANSEN/RS/USEPA/US 

10/16/2006 09:25 AM To Michael Harris/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Universal Form Ciamp question 



Hi, Mike 

I have to bother you with a few more questions on Universai Form Ciamp: 

* Did START generate the Letter Report mentioned in Poi Rep 4? If yes, could you please e-mail an 
electronic copy? 

* Also, what do you consider the demobilization date? PolRep 4 states that U.S. EPA demobilized from 
the Site on August 3, but recall that Tom K. agreed that another Pol Rep should be done after the roll-off 
was transported off the site, which according to Pol Rep 5 occurred on August 31. I ask this because it is 
my understanding that we are now using the demobilization date as the basis for the SOL. Should we use 
August 3 or August 31? 



Michael Harrls/R5/USEPA/US 

10/16/2006 11:17AM 
To SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

CO 

bcc 

Subject Re: Universal FormiCiamp questionl^ 

We should use August 31 as the demob date. I need to check on the Letter Report. 
SALLY JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US 

I 

SALLY 
JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US 

10/16/2006 09:25 AM To Michael Hanis/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Universal Form Clamp question 

Hi, Mike 

I have to bother you with a few more questions on Unlversai Form Ciamp: 

* Did START generate the Letter Report mentioned in Pol Rep 4? if yes, could you please e-mail an 
electronic copy? 

* Also, what do you consider the demobilization date? PolRep 4 states that U.S. EPA demobilized from 
the Site on August 3, but recall that Tom K. agreed that another Pol Rep should be done after the roll-off 
was transported off the site, which according to Pol Rep 5 occurred on August 31. I ask this because it is 
my understanding that we are now using the demobiiization date as the basis for the SOL. Should we use 
August 3 or August 31 ? 



J}! 

SALLY 
JANSEN/R5/USEPA/US 

10/16/2006 09:25 AM 
To Michael Harrls/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

CO 

boo 

Subject Universal Form Clamp question 

Hi, Mike 

I have to bother you with a few more questions on Universal Form Clamp: 

* Did START generate the Letter Report mentioned in Pol Rep 4? If yes, could you please e-mail an 
electronic copy? 

* Also, what do you consider the demobilization date? PolRep 4 states that U.S. EPA demobilized from 
the Site on August 3, but recall that Tom K. agreed that another Pol Rep should be done after the roll-off 
was transported off the site, which according to Pol Rep 5 occurred on August 31. I ask this because it is 
my understanding that we are now using the demobilization date as the basis for the SOL. Should we use 
August 3 or August 31? 




